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INTRODUCTION: 


IMPLICITY and truth are beauties in compoſi- 
tions of the religious kind, but artifice and miſ- 
epreſentation are certainly blemiſhes: Which of the 
wo doth moſt prevail in the ſermon to be under con- 
ſideration, the attentive and impartial reader will per» 
eive. ˖ „ 
It is judged proper, before proceeding to a more 
particular examination, to mention a few things which 
it will not be unfit for the reader to keep in his eye. 
1. It hath pleaſed the author, much, throughout his 
ſermon, to make blanks in ſcripture account, filling 
up the ſame with words of his own; and he would 
ave the account, thus manufactured, to be conſider- 
ed as ſcripture authority. Had he proceeded in the 
manner commonly called paraphraſlical, keeping ſtrict- 
Ny to the real ſenſe of the text, he might have been the 
more eaſily excuſed therein; but his ſupplement is ge- 
nerally injurious to the text, and often puts a mean- 
ing upon it very different from the true one. The 
taking ſuch freedom with ſcripture, is certainly not 
innocent, and is of dangerous conſequence. 


2. He ſhews himſelf a zealous advocate for clergy | 
power; the ſupporting whereof appears to be the chief 
{cope of the ſermon, He is for eſtabliſhing in the ſpi- 
ritual kingdom a human government and authority, 
much like certain civil governments where civil rights 
may be and are given up. He appears upon the one 
hand to have a quick ſenſe, of clergy ſufficiency, and 
upon the other, to view thoſe who are not. ia office- 
power, as totally diſqualified for giving any judgment 
about doctrine, practice, church - diſcipline, and order ; 
or, at leaſt, to ſpeak a word upon any of theſe heads 
in the church. He excludes the whole body of church 


A 


church, unleſs it is in ſinging, and from every ſhare 
of diſcipline, particularly from giving any judgment 


laid upon them; and moſt of the ruling elders have the 


a few ruling elders, which, according to Mr, Muir, 


not ſeem to have the power, inſiſted on in the ſer- 


1 


members, whatever their degree of grace, or of gifis, 
is, from having any title to open their mouth in the 


about who they are to join with in a communion, 
which is moſt intimate and holy, and wherein they 
are expreſsly forbid to be yoked with unbelievers. He 
ſuppoſes that all church power whatſoever belongs 
unto the clergy. Let here hath he been greatly de- 
ficient, as he hath not ſhewed whence the clergy of 
this age have all this power. Had he attended unto 
it, he would, perhaps, have endeavoured to ſupply 
the defect, by ſaying, they have all their power through 
the prayer and laying on of the hands of the preſby- 
tery. But, with reſpect to this, let it be obſerved, 1. Ac- 
cording to his ſcheme, great numbers, to wit, ruling el- 
ders poſſeſſed of the power of diſcipline never had hands 


benefit only of the prayer of a ſingle teaching elder, with 


is not a preſbytery, but a kirk- ſeſſion; for, as to the 
people then preſent, it cannot be admitted, upon theſe 
principles, that they ſhould join in prayer with the el- 
ders at this time, the prayer being intended to tranſ: 
mit office power. 2. The preſbytery themſelves do 


mon, by a line of ſucceſſion from the apoſtles; for it 
doth not appear from ſcripture, that the apoſtles com- 
mitted an excluſive power to the ordinary office-bear- 
ers that immediately followed them : nor can it be 
proven, that there is an uninterrupted line of ſac- ¶ wing 


ceſſion from the apoſtles unto the clergy of this age. Hof, if 


It may indeed be proven, that there is a line of ſucceſ- ¶ men 
fron from a church juſtly called Antichriſt unto the Ning a 
clergy now among us; but church power, derived from ta 


- what is not a church of Chriſt, muſt be of the baſer I., be 


10 
ſort. < | | «« Ca 


1 
gift 3. It hath often been a charge againſt Preſbyteri- 


- 5 ins, from which they have never cleared themſelves, 
ane chat, in diſputing againſt thoſe who are for an hierar- 

3 chy in the church, ſuch as in the churches of Rome 
15%} and England, they, have always uſed congregational 


weapons or arguments; but, in their debates with 
thoſe of the congregational way, they have always u- 
ſed hierarchical armour. This appears to be neither 
very fair, nor very conſiſtent. | 
c This author is not for an hierarchy, but he is for 
\ He 1 the congregational ſcheme, and fights a- 
ol gainſt thoſe of that way with hierarchical weapons. 
PPI That he may be the more fucceſsful in this field, he 
endeavours to impreſs a bad opinion of them, by giv- 
ing them an obnoxious denomination, Independents, 


a ne as in his title page; and he charges them with tenets 
= Je and practices which they do not hold or practiſe, and 
888 loads certain tEings, which they hold, with conſequen- 
with ces that they do not avow®. An Independent is an 
lui obnoxious denomination, and, when not explained, 
> ihe may ſerve to convey a very unfavourable idea. It is 
ther. EY r unto thoſe of the congregatio- 
W 7 nal way; for, though they renounce dependence up- 
nf. Jon human wiſdom and authority, in things of religion, 
3 0 and of the church, they profeſs, in the moſt avowed 
| for. manner, the ſtriteſt dependence upon the wiſdom, au- 
for it thority, and grace of Jeſus Chriſt, the alone head of 
com. che church. T hey have been reprefented as anarchĩ- 


bear- * Some will, perhaps, think i ſtrange, that a man of 
it be ¶ Mr Muir's character ſhould be ſuppoſed capable of theſe 
ſac- ¶ things ; butit is hard to ſay what a good man is not capable 
age. Hof, if left to himſelf, The diſciples, who appear of all 
iccel- men in the world to have been leaſt in danger of ſurfeit- - 
» the Ming and drunkenneſs, were exborted by their Lord, to 
from take heed to themſelves, leſt at any time their hearts 
baſer “ be overcharged with ſurfeiting and drunkenneſs, and 
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cal, enemies of good order, levellers, making all church 


members preachers, jumbling all things in the church 


into a very maſs of confuſion. All this charge is laid 


againſt them, becauſe they allow Chrſtians to poſſeſs“ 
and enjoy their religious rights, which they find they 
have no authority to take from them. But it would be 


tar more eaſy to vindicate them from the char ge a- 1 


gainſt them, than to clear the order this author is for- 


eſtabliſhing of being tyrannical and oppreſſive. To, 


do him juſtice, he hath not ſo abounded in giving 
them bad names, as hath ſome others, but he hath la- 
boured, with all his might, to overthrow their plan, Þ 
Their order being taken out of the New Teſtament, | 
or rather the New Teſtament itſelf being their plan; 

for they preſcribe to themſelves no other rule of order, 
it muſt be good. There is therein an eſtabliſhed dil“ 
tinction betwixt office · bearers and church members; 7 
for, though in ſome things their work is common, in 
other inſtances there is a difference. Elders have a 

right to preach the goſpel, as being ſpecially called 8 


2 


that end; and this is not allowed unto any other In 
reſpect of church order and diſcipliae, they have 2 
right to preſide, moderate, propoſe, and give their 
judgment in church matters; and when what they 
preach, teach, Propoſe, or judge, is agreeable to the 
word of God, it is to be received with great regard, ' 
and they are to be eſteemed very highly in love for their 
'work's ſake, 1 Theſſ. v. 13. But the members do noth 
think themſelves bound to receive things upon the cre-# 
dit of their elders, but think they have a clear ſcriptural 
right to try ſpirits, doctrines, propoſals, and ne 
and their uſing this right is eſſential to their acting re. 


ligiouſly, as, without this, they cannot avoid upon the 4 


one hand, and embrace upon the other, according to 
the divine commandment, They find they are forbilſ 
to yoke in church fellowſhip and communion with 
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+ e 
hurch uabelievers, 2 Cor. vi. 14. They are required to with- 
1rch draw from every brother that walketh diſorderly, and 
s laid not according to the doctrine taught by the apoſtles, 
oflels 2 Theſſ. iii. 6. and to have no fellowſhip with the un- 
I they fruitful works of darkneſs, Eph. v. 11. And there- 
11d be fore think they have an undoubted right to judge as 
ge a- : to who ſhall be received, and who continued, in their 
is for communion. They find that the union is cloſe and 
To] jatimate, and the love unfeigned and fervent which 
ivingW ſhould ſubſiſt among church members; and, there- 
th la- fore, think they ſhould be ſatisfied as to the character 
plan, of thoſe in fellowſhip with them. They think the 
ment, church hath a clear title to have the opportunity of. 
plan; receiving benefit by the exerciſe of the different gifts. 
order, of the brethren, when they conſider the eminent, tho? 
d diſ. not miraculous, gifts beſtowed upon church members, 
bers; by him who divideth to every man ſeverally as he will, 
on, in and when they conſider that the reſtraints which are 
ave all laid upon the women, evidently implies a reſerved li- 
calle berty unto the men. They think that the many calls 
unto which are given, in holy ſcripture, unto believers, to- 
r lo'Y come together, as a church of Chriſt, for mutual bene- 
ave a fit and edification, and the recorded practice of the a; 
their poſtolic churches, fully vindicates their aſſembling in 
they a church capacity, as for other ends alſo inſtituted, 
to the ſo for an exerciſe of the ordinary gifts that are conti- 
gar d nued with the churches, particularly for prayer, ut- 
their terance of ſpiritual knowledge, Chriſtian: conference 
o not about the things of the word, eſpecially about the 
e cre-Y truth, which ſaves and makes free; conference about 
Dtural the things that concern the body in general, and mem- 
zents; bers in particular, that they may bring one another 
ng re. more and more into the knowledge and love of the 
Dn the truth; that they may attain more and more of mutual 
ng to acquaintance, and fo find a foundation for continuing 
or bid in fervent charity together; that the caſt-down may 
with be comforted; and that all may be provoked to love 
7 A 3 
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and to good works; and all theſe duties, and ſuch g 


like, they think, may be performed without interfere- 
ing in the leaſt with the work of the elders, who are 
to have full time for a diſcharge of the peculiar du- 
ties of their office. This part of New Teſtament wor- 
ſhip and order, however it hath fallen into diſſue- 
tude in moſt churches, and hath many zealous op- 
ponents, is, in their eye, a wife and gracious inſti- 
tution ; and, they think, much advantage may be reap- 
ed by it, when it is properly conducted, in a depend- 
ence upon divine grace. 

4. When the author apprehends the ſcripture not 
clear in favour of his point, he hath often recourſe to 


the hypothetical manner of argument, for which he 


appears to have a conſiderable talent ; and by means 
thereof, and his uſual way of intermixing with the 
text, a colouring is thrown upon it, ſo as to make it 
appear to ſpeak as he would have it. His illuſtration 


of Obſervation ſixth, contains a train of effort this 


way. When a religious point requires ſuch ſubtilty 
and fetching, there is great cauſe to ſuſpect it. 


5. It is hoped it ſhall be made appear, that though £ 
all was true, which the author has offered, as no doubt 


appearing to him to be true, concerning the meeting 


at Jeruſalem, who gave their judgment about a point 
wherein they were conſulted by the Chriſtians at an- 


tioch, it would not be ſufficient to anſwer the ends he 
deſigns by it, namely, to juſtify the ſubordination of 
the courts of the church of Scotland, and the review- 


ing, affirming, and reverting power which ney claim, 
and do practiſe. 
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* {SYNOD or JERUSALEM 
aft CONSIDERED. 
end 


HIS ſermon, by the help of a figure, hath re- 
0 ceived a pompous title, THE SYNOD OF JE» 
h he 7 RUsaLEM. The deſign, apparently couched in this 
eans title, and afterwards to be mentioned, makes it very 
the ncceſſary, that certain terms be explained; ſuch as 
ke it nos. Church, Church collective, Court, Court of 
tion | Review. It is quite vain to reaſon, when terms are 
this not underſtood, or while diſputants are not agreed a- 

ul bout the meaning thereof — A SYNOD is a Greek 
= word, ſometimes, indeed, ſignifying a number of per- 

ugh ! fon convened, or met together; but is never uſed by 
oubt | the writers of the New Teſtament, for expreſſing what 
wing 41 is called a church, or congregation of worſhippers, 
DoInt nor for what this author calls a court: nor is it a word 
An- 2 at all adopted by the tranſlators. This author's de- 
& liga in calling the meeting at Jeruſalem a ſynod, is 
not impenetrable. He plainly intends, by this, to con- 
vey into bis readers mind the notion that the general 
= ſynod or aſſembly of the national church was taken 
from this, as its precedent and pattern, or that the ge- 
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: bop of Jeruſalem. The prevailing thus to prepoſ- 


{ ſeſs his reader, he ſaw would be the gaining of a great 


point; but the vaſt diſparity of the two ſynods or 


mectings, will afterwards, it is preſumed, be made 
y clearly to appear, A CHURCH, in a religious ſcale, 


„ 
ſignifies a number of worſhippers of God, through je- 
ſus Chriſt, the one Mediator, gathered into one place 
for that purpoſe. This is its (criptural meaning. 
That church, whereof Jeſus Chriſt is ſaid to be the 
head, 1s called ſo with reference unto the whole mem- 
bers their being gathered into one place of everlaſting 


worſhip, to wit, in heaven, and is called the general 
aſſembly and church of the firſt born. The church of 
Iſrael, Acts vii. 33. is ſo called, as it met at the ta- 
bernacle in the wilderneſs, and when they had a more 


ſettled place of worthip, all the males, able to travel, 


were required to aſſemble there three ſtated times in 
the year for worſhip, being remarkably typical of all 
the ſacred tribes their gathering into the temple, or 
Jeruſalem above, where the great congregation aſ- 
ſembles. In the apoſtolic age, and after the effuſion 7 


of the Spirit, Chriltians, who came together into one 
place for ſocial worſhip, whether more or fewer, whe- 
ther formed into what is called church order or not, 
are called a church. Of the latter there are ſeveral 
inſtances. Of the former many. So Chriſtian wor- 


ſhippers in a city are always called a church or con- + 
gregation, becauſe they aſſembled in one place for 3 


joint worſhip, as the church of or at Jeruſalem, of 
Antioch, Corinth, &c. On the other hand, Chriſtians 
in a province aſſembling ſtatedly for worſhip, are al- 


ways called churches, in regard they met in different 
bodies, and in a different place, as the churches of 
Judea, of Macedonia, of Aſia, of Achaia, &c. They 
are never called the church in theſe countries or pro- 
vinces. A denomination like the church of England, the 
church of Scotland, &c, was not known in the apoſtolic | 
age; nor is there the leaſt intimation, by the apoſtles of c 
who ſettled the form of goſpel churches, that their form 

ſhould be altered when the magiſtrate ſhould become $ 
Chriſtian, It would render ſcripture language uſeleſs, 


if, to ſuit our ſchemes, we ſhould, by the word church 


b 3 tinct 
by” 
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Je- underſtand churches united in a claſſical church; and, 
lace by the word churches, ſhould underſtand church dif- 
ing, fuſive, national, or provincial, without having it fo 


the explained in ſcripture. A church is, indeed, a col- 
em- cctive word, comprehending a number of parts or in- 
ting Wividual members; but, of a collective church, that 
eral is, a number of churches collected or united into one 
hof church, there is not a word in holy icripture, What, 
\ ta. therefore, the author ſays about a church collective, is 
1076 without foundation, 
vel, If the word congregation, which is leſs ambignous, 
5 in and much more intelligible than the word church, was 
al! always ſubſtituted where the word church occurs, 
or and the word congregations, where the word churches 
al. occurs; or, which is the fame, if the ſame meaning 


fron Was fixed to the words church and churches, which be- 
one longs to the words congregation and congregations, 
vhe. the New Teſtament would read much more intelligi- 
not, bly, or would give a much more certain ſound than it 
eral does unto many readers, who have been accuſtomed to 
vor. receive very wrong ideas by means of the word church, 
on- Preſbyterians think, and juſtly, that the word tranf- 
= lated bhp, ought always to have been tranſlated o- 
= verſeer, as more intelligible, and forming a more diſ- 
ians tint idea, and becauſe the original or Greek word 
SY 7 ſtrictly ſo means. Now, there is the very ſame rea- 
= ſon. for having tranſlated that word congregation, 
which is ſo often tranſlated church. The terms court, 
hey and court of review, will be inſtantly noticed. 
„ro D be ſermon conſiſts of ſeven obſervations, together 
the wich the illuſtration thereof. The author profeſſes 
olie to intend a humble apology for the Preſbyterian form 
les of church government; but he muſt firſt ſignify, that 
orm the matter of his exhibition appears unto him a migh- 
me ty affair. He takes down, in capitals, as follows, The 
cſs, © New Teſtament original, after which every court 
rcb, ol review, in the Chriſtian church, on the one hand, 


E208 7 

* —and every private church member, on the other, 
* ſhould attentively copy.“ Now, for underſtanding 
this matter the better, let it be obſerr ed, that what is 
commonly called a church court in the church of Scot- 
land, is a number of church officers met, excluſively 
of every perſon not in what is called office- power, 
who, after prayer uttered by their moderator, think 
they have now acquired a right and title to judge in 
ſuch manner in church matters, and to exert uch 


ever 
No c 
to gi 
that 


power and authority as they had not ſeparately, I * . 
The Kirk Seffion is the loweſt of theſe courts, and chr 
its power is exerciſed over a ſingle congregation. This 
is not a court of review; but all its deeds and deciſi- 7 "NT th 
ons are reviewable by a variety of ſuperior courts; hat 
and, in the firſt inſtance, by a preſbytery, not like the Mc. ,,,, 


apoſtolic preſbytery or elderſhip which they ordained ſthe « 
in every church or congregation, Acts xiv. 23. to take 
heed unto, overſee, and feed the fame, Acts xx. 28. 
The Preſeytry, in the national church, is the low- Fg; 
eſt court of review, and is made up of all the miniſters nor } 
within a certain diſtrict, and a ruling elder ſent by each Per, 
kirk ſeſſion within that diſtrift, It acquires a title to Prer 
take in references, complaints, and appeals from all 3 Bw hic 
the kirk ſcſſions within the bounds, as allo a title to rde 
review, affirm, or reverſe, all their Carcaces and deci- 1 In 
ſions. There is a right of appealing from it, imme- * evie 
diately after ſentence, unto the provincial ſynod. = ng © 
The Provincial Syned is made up much as is a = 0 i 
preſbytery, only is more extenſive, and hath a greater 
number of office · bearers, which are collected from tie 
various preſbyteries. It hath the ſame power over all . 
the preſbyteries in the province, as the preſbytery hath 5 
over the kirk ſeſſions in the diſtrict. Fn 
The General Afſemsly is made up of members de- 4 : 
legated from all the preſbyteries, royal boroughs, 'D 
and univerſities within the nation. It hath the like 


power over all the inferior courts, that a ſynod hath I 


ST 
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zer, ever a preſbytery, and a preſbytery over a vir k ſeſſion. 
ing No church court is obliged, by the Preſbyterian plan, 
b 18 to give ſcripture authority for its deciſions, or ſhew 
-ot- that they ſeem good to the Holy Ghoſt: and the ge- 
vely neral aſſembly hath this peculiar, that its ſentences are 
eh K to be acquieſced in by every good Per ſbyterian, whe- 


ther they are right or wrong, it being the court of laſt 


S m reſort. 
uch From this account of the ſubordinated courts in 
tue national church, it is preſumed, it will appear, that 
and ſa church court in general, or a court of review in par- 
his ticular, is not either name or thing to be met with in 
cilt- all the New Teſtament. What then muſt become of 
ts; that ſubordination which is ſo much inſiſted on in the 
the ſſermon, and of all the author's reaſoning concerning 
incd the ſame? He hath not been able, though no doubt 
take pe hath carefully ſearched after it, to diſcover any in- 
8. FMance of a ſentence given by a church, or by a church 
low- court, reviewed, affirmed, or nullified by another; 
{ters nor hath he been able to ſhew, as will afterward ap- 
* Spear, that there is any inſtituted juriſdiction of church 
E to 


pPver church, or court over court, in all the account 
A all Frhich we have revealed of the New Teſtament church 
le to prder. | | 
deci- 1 civil governments there are courts, and courts of 
review; a court of review implying a power of affirm- 
ing and reverſing the deciſions of courts ſubjected un- 
is 1 Ro that review; but the kingdom of Chriſt being ſpi- 
ritual, is not formed after the manner of the kingdoms 
n the pf this world, nor hath ſuch juriſdiction eſtabliſhed in 
er all it as there is in them; for, in it, one oniy is Lord and 
Maſter, and all the reſt are brethreo, Matth. xxiii. 8. 
In this country, men are ſo familiarized io church 


s de- rcourts, and to church court over church court, that 

ughs, it is taken for granted, without inquiry, to be a New 

| re eſtament eſtabliſhment; but it appears to them that 
at 


- . 
ſearch the ſcriptures, and know the true nature of 


: l 


| * — i - 
ne it oo ret rt wet 


ſubject unto another, although all the churches o < 
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Chriſt's kingdom, to have no foundation there. Whatſpmme: 
this author hath ſaid in ſupport of courts, and courts jew ' 
of review, in Chrilt's kingdom, ſhall, as far as is judg. by all 
ed neceſſary, be noticed, and much in the order in broad 
which he hath proceeded. do we 
In his firſt Obſervation, he ſays, there was a church|Mcr» 3 
at Antioch, which is true; but, in his illuſtration, Hon te 
page 7th, he adds two things, neither of which appears reter, 
to be true, namely, that the church of Jeruſalem was but ſi 
collective, and the church of Antioch was in ſubor- that 0 
dination thereto. He puts off the proof till after. ume 
ward. So the point ſhall be referred until the proof. Jeruſ- 
is offered. In the mean time, it will be very neceſſary — An 
to inquire into the ſtate of theſe two churches at that all 
time, as the whole fabric of ſubordination is bottomed oft 
upon the church of Antioch its conſulting, for certain bers « 
reaſons afterward to be conſidered, that of JerufalenſÞ there 
upon a doctrinal point only: and there is not the lealtſ Ther 
ſhadow of ground, in ſcripture, for ſuppoſing that ani : 
New Teſtament church, except that at Antioch, was 


Chriſt were bound to receive the doctrine and ge 
pline delivered by the apoſtles: and ſome of them did 
freely contribute for the poor of the church at Jeruf 
ſalem. 

As to the ſtate of the two churches. Jeruſalem 1 
the chief city in the land of Judah; but the ſcepteq 10 hi 
was about to depart from Judah when Shiloh came. 5 g 
In Jeruſalem the Lord Redeemer was condemned bi 
Pontius Pilate, the Roman governor; and, without 5 
the gates of it, he was crucified and lain. In thai 
city was the frſt Chriſtian church of Jewiſh converts 
In this church the twelve apoſtles were for a time of. ne 


ficiating as elders. After ſome time, the greateſt part pg 
of them did, in conſequence of their commiſſion, pals aug 
into the world, for ſpreading, far and near, the ligbi ght 


of the goſpel. This church became very numerous 


43-3 

immediately after the effuſion of the Spirit, A 
few months thereafter a perſecution 4 where- 
by almoſt all, ſave the apoſtles, were ſcattered a- 
broad : And we do not read of their returning, nor 
do we read that ſuch numbers were converted af- 
hnrch|@er, as before the perſecution, though we have rea» 
-ation {oa to think that the apoſtles who remained, even 
ppear: Peter, James, and John, did not labour there with- 
m waz out ſucceſs*. After ſome years, we find elders in 
bor. that church, Acts xi. 30. but do not read of the 
after. time of their ordination. The goſpel went out from 

Jeruſalem, not to Antioch only, but into all the world. 


What 
COUrts 
judg. | 
der in 


21259 -—aantioch was reputed the third city for greatneſs 
t thin all the Roman empire, It was the metropolis of a 
tomedl moſt populous country, and the reſort of vaſt num- 
ertaul bers of people. The goſpel had very great ſucceſs 
[Galen there, at the firſt preaching of it, ſee Acts xi. 20, 26. 
> lea There was the firſt Chriſtian church of converted 
at ani Sentiles formed, and the firſt church that came 
„ Waf fully up to the notion of a goſpel church, as ad- 
ies oll mitting into it believers of whatever nation, for 
dif; Jews as well as Gentiles were admitted into it, 
m did There the followers of the Lamb were firſt called 
Jeru- Chriſtians, after their maſter Chriſt; very proba- 
gbly pointed unto, Ia. Ixv. 15. The Lord God ſhall 
n wall all his ſervants by another name. The apoſtles 
be Barnabas and Paul were much there, and appear 
dame to bave ſtood related to the church there, in the 
d biſeme manner as the apoſtles at Jeruſalem to that 
3 church. They ſeem allo to have had conſiderable 
| th ſucceſs while they laboured there; for they taught 
vert. | The great number of Chriſtians, mentioned Acts 


16 of Xxx. 20. ſeems to have included the believing Jews who 


t par came up from different places to Jeruſalem, unto the feaſt 

paß of the paſſover; as the Jewiſh Chriſtians were indulged for 
1:04 time to obſerve the Jewiſh feaſts, This allo was about 
45 eight years after the affair from Antioch. 


B 


WP. a 


en , there: and as the number of church mem. 


ers at Antioch were many, we may reaſonably ſup. 
poſe they had a proportionable number of office. 
bearers.— This account of the ſtate of the two! 
churches, which, it is hoped, is fair and ſcriptural, 
does not, in any degree, favour the doftrine of 23 


ſubordination of this church unto the other. 


P. 5th, He affirms there is one inſtance where! 
the word church points at church officers alone, in | 
their ruling capacity, Math, xviii. 17, 18. but he miſ. 
underſtands the text. It is plain, from Peter's queſ. Þ 


tion, and from our Saviour's reply, in the context, 


as well as from the text itſelf, that it reſpected a pri- 
vate treſpaſs, where the proceſs for redreſs was, he 
who was wronged was privately to tell him that had! 
injured him of his fault; if he received fatisfattion, 
it was well; if not, he was to take one or two of 
his brethren with him; if he refuſed to hear them, 
it was to be told to the congregation, or brother- “ 
hood, to whom they all belonged; if he negletedÞ 
to hear the congregation, for ſo the word means, 
he was no more to be held as a brother, or mem-· 
ber, and the ſentence would ſtand good againſitÞ* 
him. There is not a word here about church of-. 


ficers alone, in their ruling capacity. 


Near the foot of page 6th he takes down the 
word © They, in italick character, as a notan - 


dum, and makes it refer to the office-bearers at Je- 


. - 5 
ruſalem, as ſending Barnabas to Antioch, when the 
text, Acts xi. 22. expreſsly ſays, it was the church | 


that ſeat him forth. 


From the bottom of p. 7th, to the end of the ! 


illuſtration of his firſt obſervation, he ſpins out a 
very fine theory about an extended church; but 
 whenceſoever he hath it, it is not from the writers 


E 

m An. of the New Teſtament; for if he delivers himſelf 
as firſt accurately, they deliver themſelves very inaccurate- 
mem. ly, as they never in one inſtance, called diffuſed or 
ly ſup-· E ſcattered churches a church, but always called them 
office. by their true name, churches. It will be as {:fe to 
e two! keep by their languge, and repreſentation, as u a- 
Ptural, | dop: the authors. 

e of a He is pleaſed to inſinuate, in the 7th and 8tv. 
' : pages, that when the church at Jeruſalem could 


where not all be accommodated in one upper - room, it 
ne, in was neceſſarily divided into many ſeparate places. 
ge miſ. This does not ſeem to agree with the ſcripture 
queſ. account of the matter. It is ſaid of the believers 
nrext, at Jeruſalem, after the effuſion of the Spirit, that 
| a pri · they were all rogether, Ads ii. 44. and of the church 
as, he there, that they were all with one accord in Solo- 
at had mon's porch, Acts v. 11, 12, But it is never ſaid 
ion, of them, after that remarkable event, that they 
wo ot were all accomniodated in an upper-room. 

them, As to the connection of the church of Scotland 
other- as the ſtate, p- 10th, he pretends not to Juſtify 
leted ſit in groſs; but in as far as the ſupport and main« 
neans, tenance of miniſters depend upon it, and are ſe- 


Y cured by it, be reckons much might be ſaid. And 


mem- 
gainſi he proceeds to affirm that unleſs ſomething poſi- 
ch of- {tively contrary be aſſerted, in the New Teſtament, 


they, no doubt, the miniſters of the national eſta- 
bliſnment, may, without the leaſt abſurdity, con- 
tend, that if thoſe in authority, during the miniſtry 
at Je- of the apoſtles had made ſuch proviſion, to wit, a 
en the il fixed, inſtead of a precarious, proviſion for their ſup- 
hozch i . port, without requiring any thing ſinful in order to 
their enjoyment of it, even the apoſtles might have 
of the thankfully embraced the favour. This much how- 
out aever may be ſaid, with regard thereto; the apoſtles 
; but made proviſion, or pointed out a field of ſupport, 
iricers Which through the 5 bleſſing, would anſwer; 
2 2 


n the 
10tan- 


Br op 

even that thoſe perſons who were taught in the 
word ſhould ſupport their teachers, according to 
Gal. vi, 6. and 1 Cor, ix. 11. and thereby evidence 
the power of the truth on their hearts and con- 
ſciences. And the apoſtle Paul declares, that when 
the Philippians communicated with his affliction, 
ard ſent to his neceſlity, they did well, though hee 
aid not deſire a gift, but deſired fruit that mighi bis res 
abound to their account, Phil. iv. 14, 15, 16, 17. Nepiſile 

In the illuſtration of his ſecond Obſervation,rinthis 
p. 11th, &c. he ſays, of the troublers of the church {2 Y d 
at Antioch, they were office-bearers, and that it was of a | 
more than probable they were conſtituent officers that h 
of that very church, But the text ſays neither more 
nor leſs of them, than, that they were certain men 
which came down from Judea, and taught the bre-Þ 
thren, except they were circumciſed after the man- 
ner of Moſes, they could not be ſaved. His more 
than probable, is at length ſoftened into a mere pol-F 
ſibility.—He ſays, when the point in debate came toÞ 
be publicly canvaſſed, the brethren or Chriſtians at b 


directe. 
This, | 
poſe, 1 
that al] 
the chi 
ciſe dil 


cers at 


Antioch, tho' no doubt deeply intereſted in the ma- the 
er, did not prefume to go from there own ſpheres, ot of off 
claim any locum ſtand; with the office-bearers of the ticula 
church, or right of acting in their excluſive capa- office 
city. He is only fo indulgent as to grant them li- ſuch 
berty to pray. This is his account. But it will >< 
be ſhewed afterwards that theſe brethren whoſe gifts 
moderation he applauds and to whom he denies meet 
all right and title to give judgment in determining ** 2 
church matters, were the very perſons who chiefly tbat 


determined the meaſure that was taken, of ſending Þ and 
commiſſioners to Jerufalem. Com 
lle next attempts, p. 13th, to obviate ſome ob- the 
Jeftions which, he ſuppoſes, may be made to his not 
exeluſive doctrine; as, 1. That as an evidence of cula 
the brethren's judicative right, Paul's epiſtles were | that 


(39 1 
directed to them, as well as to their office-bearers. 
This, he ſays, if it proves any thing to the pur- 
poſe, it proves by far too much; it would prove, 
that all the churches to whom he wrote had a right, 
the church at Philippi excepted, not only to exer- 
ciſe diſcipline, but to exerciſe it without any offi- 
cers at all. He is afterwards at great pains to make 
his reader imagine, that the Apoſtle directed his 
epiltles, that is, the epiſtles to the Romans, Co- 
riathians, &c. only to private Chriſtians, and that 
any deed or duty exhorted to in them, was only 
of a private nature. But notwithſtanding of all 
that he hath faid and done, it is evident, that if 
the churches to whom the Apoſtle wrote had of- 
fice-bearers in them, the epiſtles were directed and 
ſent to brethren as well as to office-bearers, and 
to offtce-bearers as well as brethren, elſe the office- 
bearers were not beloved of God, ſaints, faithful, 
Nor a part of the church to which they belonged. 
And we have reaſon. to think there were office- 
© bearers in each of theſe churches, In the xii. chap, 
to the Romans we have an account of a number 
of office-bearers in that church, and rulers are par- 
g ticularly inſtructed there, as to the duty of their 
office. As to Corinth, it would be ſtrange, if in 
: ſuch a numerous church where the. Apoſtle had 
been ſo long, and where extraordinary ſpiritual 
gifts ſo much abounded, there were none found 
meet for being made office-bearers ; but 1 Epiſt. 
xi. 20, 21, 33, and 34. puts it beyond all doubt 
that they came together to eat the Lord's Supper, 
and were in ſuch circumſtances: that they might 
come together to eat the Supper, though not in 
the manner they had formerly practiſed. It can- 
not be inferred from elders their not being parti- 
.cularly mentioned in the epiſtle to the Epheſians, 
that there were none in that church. It is cer- 

"is 
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eain, that the Apoſtle, when at Miletus, only a. The 
bout three years before the Epiſtle was written) Chriſtia 
had ſent to Epheſus, and called unto him the el. cipline 
ders of the church, Acts xx. 1). And we have no their b 
ground to think they were all extinct, and withoui tion of 
any to ſucceed them in that church. Ir is, at leaſt, Þ poſe fo 
a ſtrong preſumption that the church at Coloſi in inte: 
was compleatly organized, or had the inſtituted | ture, al 
office bearers, when the beholding the order off in ſcrij 
that church gave the Apoſtle ſo much joy, Chap. ceptior 
11. 5. and Archippus is particularly mentioned as z law wi 
miniſter there, Chap. iv. 17. The Theſſalonians in ord 
are exhorted, 1 Theſſ. v. 12. to know them that la. therefc 
boured among them, and were over them in the hort t 
Lord, which ſuppoſes there were office- bearers in men 
that church. The author may affert or ir finuate as he fomet] 
pleaſes, that the Epiſtles to the churches were only with | 
directed and ſent to Chriſtians in a private capa- this h 


er ee 


aL 


city; but, in each of the Epiſtles, there are evidentÞ P. 
marks, that the perſons to whom they were ſent [4 this d 
were conſidered as united together in a church ca from 
pacity, though fome of the duties exhorted to in the bi 
them, are to be performed in private as well as in the a« 
public. See Rom. xiv. 1. xv. 6, 7. 1 Cor. xi, 18, 19 but tc 
20, 33, 34. XIV. 12, 23, 24, 25. vi. 1, 2. 2 Cor other 
Xi. 8. Xi. 13. Eph. il. 22, Phil. iv 15. Col. iv. N conce 
16. 1 Theff. ii. 14. 2 Theſſ. iii. 11, 14, 15. The N jectio 
epiftle to the Galatians was directed to a number come 
of churches, and each of theſe churches were re- ferve 


quired to be of the ſame mind with the Apoſtle, F and | 
that he who troubled them, and would corrupt the abilit 
body of which they were members, ſhould beat to ti. 
is judgment, whoſoever he was, Gal. v. 9, 10. for alſo 
the Apoſtle ordained the ſame things in all the way, 
churches. 1 Cor. vii. 17, xvi. 1. This may help One 
to explain the latter clauſe in the addreſs of the HH of 
epiſtle to the Corinthians. . e G24454 
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The author's argument, p. 16th, againſt private 


nen Chriſtians having any right to judge in church dif- 
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J cipline or church matters, taken from women, 
their being comprehended under the denomina-— 
tion of ſaints, fairhful, &c. does-not anſwer the pur- 
q poſe for which he intends it; for it is a good rule 


in interpretation, to compare ſcripture with ſcrip- 


ture, and when there is an exception to be found 
in ſcripture from a general law or rule, that ex- 
| ception is not to be ineluded in that part of the 
law which binds. In ſcripture, women are forbid, 
in ordinary caſes, to ſpeak in the church, and 
therefore are not to be allowed to teach and ex- 
hort there, and when the author can ſhew that 
men are as expreſsly enjoined ſtlence, he will do 
fomething to the purpoſe. He is much miſtaken 
with his argument, when he calls his reaſoning on 
this head demonſtration. 

P. 17. He meets with a ſecond objection unto 
this doctrine, taken from hints in Paul's writings, 


from which it would ſeem, as he expreſſes it, that 
4 the: brethren are authorized not only to judge in 
s in 
10 
or. 


the admiſſion and expulſion of church members, 
but to admoniſh, comfort, edify, and warn one an- 
other. To what has been ſaid in the introduction 


concerning this, it is only added here, that his ob- 
The 
ber . 

ſerved unto the elders; and there is abundant room 


jection of interfereing is quite groundleſs. What 
comes under the ſtrict notion of preaching, is re- 


and ſcope for an exereiſe of their greater gifts and 
abilities, although a few things be ſaid, from time 
to time, in a regular manner, by the members, who 
alſo may ſpeak a word for Chriſt, his truth and 


way, where each tongue ſhould ſpeak of his glory. 


One would think that a miniſter of Chriſt, a lover 
of him, his truth, and cauſe, and a lover of his 
flock, would greatly encourage this, and inftead of 


oO; 

obſtructing and oppoſing the meaſure, would, TikeKpyal pr 
Moſes, ſay, Would all the Lord's people were ex-ſyoratic 
horters, or comforters, and edifiers, and that the ppears 
Spirit of the Lord was found in them. o wit, 

P. 18th, He quotes Col. iii. 16. with its connec · ¶ In p 
tion, which however, does not at all favour hisM:ems 1 
argument; for tho' ſinging in private was doubt. t may 
leſs practiſed by Chriſtians, yet finging pſalms and ;, Fir 
hymns, and ſpiritual ſongs, or ſinging praiſes, was hure th 
an eminent and conſtant part of church or publicÞF priv 
worſhip, compare Acts 11, 47. with 1 Cor. xiv. 15, Perd, a 
26. And the text ſpeaks plainly enough about pu- Into, 
blic ſinging; Teaching and admoniſbing one and. terial 
ther, &c. but he brings women, or wives, again up- ſhep! 
on the field, concerning whom enough hath been plamed 
faid already; and becauſe what is exhorted to, iz manne 
joined with the fruits of regeneration, it muſt, heir e. 
according to him, reſpect the Coloſſians in theirfenſe i 
private capacity only, as if the fruits of regenera- Ihe offe 
tion were not to be brought forth in public as well ritter 
as in private; and again, becauſe it is joined with y, tha 
things which Chriſtians are perſonally to bring it, T 
forth, he will have it confined to private, as iffhaicu: 
what one does in public was not as perſonal as Mich a 
What he does in private. Perfonal and public are pefore 
not contraries; it was not accurate in him to op-|heir b 
poſe them He ſuppoſes what is written concern d the 
ing Archippus, is a meſſage from Paul, which the hhich 
church members at Colofs were defired to deliver{rith t 


but if the Epiſtle is directed to Chriſtians, only in nat he 
aà private capacity, it might be very often deliver- pf his 
ed, or not delivered at all, each member ſuppoſing 1 im, 
that another had delivered it. hint o 


P. 10th, He quotes 1 Theff. v. 17, 14. and calltount 
the duties firſt mentioned, private duties, mean - hree, 
ing they were only fo; but any perſon who bath they v 
- eyes to ſee, may ſee that theſe duties may, with e. A poſtl 


1 2 3 
» likeFual propriety, be obſerved in public; and his 
e ex · Quotation is not full, for he leaves out of it what 
t the ppears to imply a public exerciſe of the duties, 
o wit, Wherefore comfort yourſelves together. 
mec: In p. 20th, &c. his management of 1 Cor. v. 
r hisM:ems to be a doing violence to the text, that 
dubt· It may appear to favour his way. His ſcheme 
s and; Firſt, That it was more than a peradven- 
 Wa:FMaure that the church of Corinth was a number 
ublieſhf private Chriſtians, as a flock without a ſhep- 
15 Perd, and therefore any deed they were exhorted 


t pu · ¶unto, behoved to be of a private, not of a mini- 
and. terial nature. If that church was as a flock without 
1 Up- ſhepherd, it is ſtrange, that when the Apoſtle 
beenÞÞþlamed them for eating the Supper in a diſorderly 


o, 18FMmanner, 1 Cor. xi. 20, &c. he did not mention 
nuſt, Iheir eating it without an elder or miniſter to diſ- 
theirfþenſe it, as any part of the irregularity. What 
1ra-BWhe offers, in proof of his aſſertion, is partly not 
welBritten, but moſtly contrary to ſcripture z name- 
with, that the apoſtle Paul ſent four preſby ters, to 
ringW@wit, Timotheus, Stephanas, Fortunatus, and A- 
as iM&haicus, from Philippi, to the church of Corinth, 
1] as ich a letter, that they might have an opportunity 
are pefore them, ts accuſe and aſk judgment againſt 
op- heir backfliding brother. Here he hath conſult- 
erm d the poſtſcript account at the foot of the Epiſtle, 
theſrhich is no part of holy writ, and does not agree 
Ver Erith the Epiſtle. The Apoſtle ſays, Chap. iv. 17, 
y in nat he had ſent Timotheus unto them; the reaſon 
Ler- pf his ſending him, and the inſtructions he gave 
ſing [ im, are alſo mentioned there, without the leaſt 
hint of exerciſing diſcipline at Corinth, or any ac- 
callB&ount that he carried a letter. As to the other 
ean· three, whom the author rightly calls miniſters, 
atiBhey were meſſengers; not as he faith, from the 
bh BA potle to the church at Corinth, but from that 
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church unto him, who ſupplied what was lacking one t 
on their part, and refreſhed his ſpirit, 1 Cor. xvi, 1 hereb) 
17, 18. and being miniſters, they ought, accord- y repr 
ing to the author's own principles, to have cen. heir d 
ſured the delinquent. Secondly, Another part offWþf our 
his ſcheme is, that it was not the duty of the that w 
church at Corinth to proceed againſt the offender, the de 


as being only private Chriſtians, until they had 
powers given them by the Apoſtle; and that the 
Apoſtle blames them not for not proceeding, but 


nal word, tranſlated taten away in the 2 verſe, is 


verſe, only the word is in a different voice. 


The true ſtate of this caſe, upon the perplexing}? 
of which much labour and affected pointedneſs hath[? 


I 
ws; 
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pe ſav 
that w 
Z 8 pirit, 
for being puffed up and not mourning. It is plain, 
however, from the chapter, that it was the duty off 
that church to have proceeded, and the ApoſtkÞ 
blames them for not doing it, as well as for being, 
puffed up and not mourning; belides, mourning, 
or bewailing in ſcripture, is expreſſive of the tem-P 
per with which a brother ſhould be cut off from 
the church, reſembling the temper with which a 

hand or a foot is cut off, when it is corrupted, and] ge 
in danger of infecting the body. 2 Cor. xii. 21 
The author's criticiſm upon the expreſſion, mzghthy; 
be taken away from among you, is of no ſervice toe 
his cauſe; as he has not obſerved, that the gh 0 


the ſame which is tranſlated put away in the 13. 


ould 


4 ccord 


oly 


Vas IC 


enjoin 


been beſtowed, is in itſelf ſhort and plain. Thereſ e 


was a very conſiderable church at Corinth, conſiſt- 


ing of members, with the ordinary appointed over- 
ſeers. One of that body became a moſt ſcandalous 
and infamous delinquent. That church, either in-] 
timidated by his ſuperior rank, ſtation, and influ- 
ence; or vain of him as a perſon of eminent gifts, 
not only did not proceed to the proper cenſure, 


but were not duely affected with the diſhonour fa 


at 
* 
[; 
F 
1 


king lone to God, and 


1 


great injury done to religion 


xvi.Þ hereby. On all which accounts the apoſtle ſmart- 
ord-y reproves them, and he ſhews he had judged it 
cen heir duty, when gathered together in the name 
rt ol pf our Lord Jeſus Chriſt,-to put away from them 
" theſſhhat wicked perſon, delivering him to Satan, for 
nder, the deſtruction of the fleſh, that the ſpirit might 
had pe ſaved in the day of the Lord, and tells them, 
t the that when they were thus gathered together, his 
but Spirit, with the power of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 


lain, 
ty off 
oftl 


Elng 


ing, 
tem- 
from zudging one another, 1 Cor. v. II, 12. 
ch a. 
and] 
21. ; 
To what he ſays upon Gal. vi. r. in p. 24th, 
land 25th, it is anſwered, that the Galatian church. 
Fes are ſuppoſed, chap. iii. to have received the Spi- 


1g ht 


ce to 


rigt- 


ſe, is: 
13. 
xing! 


hath 
gerciſe of diſcipline, that, in order to evade the 


„ 


ould be with them. It appears they proceeded 
according to his judgement, or the mind of the 
oly Spirit delivered by bim, and the ſentence 
vas remarkably bleſſed, 2 Cor. vii. The apoſtle 
enjoins the church at Corinth, to excommunicate 
he unworthy; and aſcribes to them a power of 
As the 
hurch at Corinth did excommunicate the offend- 
r, the apoſtle uſed arguments with the ſame bo- 
dy to looſe him when penitent, 2 Cor. ii. | 


rit, and might therefore be called ſpiritual, conſe- 
quently the reſtoring of a faulty member is com- 


mitted unto the brethren, as well as to the office- 


< N. A, », 


bearers ; but ſo ſtrongly is this author prejudiced 
gainſt the brethren, having any intereſt in the ex- 


orce of a ſcripture which appears to favour their 


Fright that way, he extends the apoſtle's judging 
Junto the men of the world, or ſuch as are not of 
Fthe church, but are without, expreſsly contrary to 
the apoſtles own doctrine, 1 Cor. v. 12, 13. and 
never once remembers that the Corinthians are 
called carnal, becauſe of the weakneſs of their 
faith, and the ſtrength of their corruptions, 1 Cor. 


0 I 


iii, 1, 2, 3. Allow our Author to fill up betwixt the 
parts of a ſcripture, and he will eaſily make it look 
the way he would have it. A notable inſtance of 
his ability this way, is to be found in the laſt pa. 
ragraph of p. 25th, at which the reader may look, 
if he pleaſes. 

In the third obſervation, p. 26th, he aſſerts, that 
the office bearers in Antioch, as diſtinguiſhed from 
the brethren of that church, had a right to have 
given judgment in the important cauſe which they 
referred, as appears from a celebrated precedent of 
the ſame court, happily preſerved by the hiſtorian, 


ſor his cauſe as he imagines. To pre poſſeſs in fa 


guage with which the hiſtorian appears to hav: 


they ſtood related, as miniſters. If it was thus, 


ſent of the brethren or congregation, 
brated precedent then favours the brethrens inte- 
reſt in the deed, to wit, ſuch intereſt as is claimed, 


province of the preſbytery or elderſhip, which wai 


ettled 
Barnab 
hren, 
court 
ver th 
yhom | 


uppoſc 


gaining 


arers 


pp ſpir 
Ehriſt, 
dy, bu! 
Acts xiii. 1, 2, 3. This however is not ſo happy 
He ade 
vours of excluſive clergy power, he adopts lan-. 
This 1 
had no acquaintance, as a court, and that court 
conſiſting of office -bearers only. When he come: 
to illuſtrate his obſervation, he ſays, it is obſerv . 
able the order was not given to the church or dif 
ples; and then goes on, by modern ſtyle, and mo- 
nern forms, to give the face of a court to thoſe 
who, he lays, received the order. But let the tex. 
be attended unto, that the truth may be diſcovered; 
verſes 2, and 3. As they miniſtred unto the Lori 
and faſted. They were miniſters and; when they 

miniſtred unto the Lord, it is to be ſuppoſed they | 
miniſtred in, or unto the congregation to which | 
Natura 
they did miniſter, the thing done by them way im 
done in the preſence, and doubtleſs with the con-{Mnterp 
This cel 


very 


reſen' 


Murs 


pat t 
Fhe n 
for to preſide, moderate, propoſe, and to lay on 
hands, when that was proper, was no doubt the 
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red; 


Lord FFonne& them with, or to looſe them from the 


they thurches, ſeems to be a fiction. To prove that 


they 


hich 
thus Patural to think God would have moved them, 
y immediate inſpiration, to decamp without the 
Wn terpoſition of their co-preſbyters ; but it is as 
cele 
inte · 
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med, 
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rttled in every church or congregation. He ſays, 
parnabas and Saul were ſubject to their three bre- 
uren, viz. Simeon, Lucius, and Manaen, who were 
court, and ſo prayed over them. If they prayed 
pver them, in preſence of the congregation among 
vhom they miniſtred, unto the Lord, it cannot be 
uppoſed that the congregation ſtood by without 
Mining 3 when church members as well as office- 
cart rs are declared to be a holy prieſthood, to offer 
p ſpiritual ſacrifices acceptable unto God by Jeſus 


| -hrilt, 1 Pet. ii. 5. It is preſumed they did not ſtand 


by, but joined moſt heartily, and conſequently had 
& very fpecial and public concern in the matter. 
He adds, that by a decrce of court they looſed their 
Preſent connection with that particular church. 
Hhis he ſays, that he may have an act of power, 
o put into the hand of a church court, as he calls 
hem; but the hiſtorian ſays nothing of looſing 


: 


* 


ph Fonnection by an act of power. That they were 
r dif. 
| moi 
thoſe 


Jent by the Holy Ghoſt, from the church where 
ey were, upon a particular commiſſion, to return 
gain to that church, and report, is true: but that 
xtraordinary officers, who were frequently paſſing 
om church to church, needed acts of power to 


Barnabas and Paul were ſubjet to theſe three 
Prethren, he ſays, if it had been otherwiſe, it is 


atural to think, that if it had not been to ſhew 


pat the congregation had intereſt and concern in 


Ine matter, it would have been done in private, 


Ind not in their preſence. To ſay no more con- 
t the 


Ferning this matter, it appears not that there was 


ny act of human power or authority here at all; 
4 C 


1 4 


Chap. xiv. 26. explains it to be juſt a recom. op 
mending of them to the grace of God, for the pi. 
work which they had fulfilled; and in this expla. 
nation it will ſurely be ſafeſt to reſt, When Bar ch 
nabas and Paul had fulfilled the work committed; 


unto them, by the Holy Ghoſt, who ſent then = 
forth, they returned to Antioch, where they abode 
long time with the diſciples; yet we do not read nc 


of any act of power, renewing or reſtoring the con. 
nection, which, it is alledged, had been diſlolvelſW 4 
by a former act of power. When they returned, 
they, indeed, rehcarſed all that God had don: 
with them, not to a church court, but to the th 
church from which they had been ſent, and whonſſ cr 
they gathered together for that purpoſe, Acts xiv, 
27. They ſhewed themſelves more favourable to 
the brethrens claim of right, than our autho II 
doth. - 

That body of Chriſtians at Jeruſalem, whoſe ſen 5 
ti ment, as to the point of debate at Antioch, was, fo aq 
various reaſons, aſked by the church of Antioch af 
and who accordingly delivered their ſentiments, 


ſhewing, at the fame time, whence they had it, i: 25 
called, in plain and ſimple ſtyle, by the hiſtorian er 
or they call themſelves, The aps/tles and elder: pi 
with the whole church; and again, The apoſtles ani pe 


elders, and brethren, aſſembled with one accord b 


Acts xv. 22, 23, 25. But this author, in Obſervaſ 9 
tion fourth, p. zoth, is pleaſed to diſtinguiſh be. * tt 
twixt the church officers and the church, conſider fa 
ing the former as a court or ſynod, calling it no m 
«& The ſynod of Jeruſalem,” as in his title page| tr 
and afterward in the ſermon, but“ The venerabl\ m 
ſynod of Judea”'; probably to lead his reader into o. 
the notion that it was conſtituted of church officer h. 
from all the churches of Judea, where by this time ar 


there was a conſiderable number. He indeed wrap 
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recom op the matter in a general name, knowing how ill 
for the his ſucceſs muſt have been, had he proceeded to 
3 expla. an illuſtration; for we do not read of any one 
en Bar church officer, or delegate there, from any church 
amittecß in Judea; and what we do not read of, cannot be 
it then matter of faith or of argument. 
y abode His illuſtration of this fourth obſervation doth 
ot read not proceed upon a proper foundation, as he hath 
he con. not made out a conſtituted court at Antioch, nor 
illolvel mewed that there was a meeting of church offi- 
-CULNEC cers, from all the churches of Judea, at Jeruſalem, 
d don when the commiſſioners from Antioch came to 
to the that place. Since the doctrine of ſubordination is 
1 whom chiefly, or wholly, founded upon what was done 
Lets xiv at Antioch, and what was done at Jeruſalem; it 
rable u is neceſſary, however, to attend thereto for a little. 

auto He aſcribes the determining the going up to Jeruſa- 
lem, to the men which came down from Judea, up- 
on the one hand; and Paul and Barnabas, with their 
adherents, on the other; but the ſcripture plainly 
aſcribes it unto the brethren, or church, Acts xv. 1, 
2, 3. There are three parties mentioned in the firſt 


ofe ſen 
was, fo 
\ntiochi 
timents, 


ad it, i ; and ſecond of theſe verles, viz. the Judaizing teach- 
5 ers, the brethren, and Paul and Barnabas, who diſ- 
cla 


puted with the Judaizing teachers. Of one of theſe 
Hes ani parties, it is ſaid, © They determined,” &c. It 
accorif cannot be thought that the men which came 
2bſerva down from Judea, and ſeem to have pretended 
uiſh be the authority of the church at Jeruſalem, for the 


e e, 28 


onſider falſe doctrine which they taught, determined the 
g it naß meaſure, It will not be ſuppoſed that the ſcrip- 
le Fa ture account is, That Paul and Barnabas deter- 
enerabl: 


mined, that Paul and Barnabas, and certain other 


der int of them, ſhould go up to Jeruſalem. It muſt then 
1 officer bave been the brethren, who determined that Paul 
7 11 and Barnabas, and certain other of them, ſhould 
— wrap 


go up about the queſtion in debate. Had not the 
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author been pre poſſeſſed in favours of a hypotheſis, 
he would not have ſingled out the firſt and laſt of 
theſe partics, as a joint body, and made the words 
© They determined,” to refer unto them as their 


f 


antecedent. There is no mention of the adhe- 
rents of Paul and Barnabas, in the text, unleſs they 
are included among the brethren. The reader will 
obſerve, that the point of ſending up to Jeruſalent 
being determined by the brethren, and not by what 
3s called a church court; what our author has faid 
of members of a court at Antioch; their laying re— 
ſtraints upon their reſpective z-al; a reference by 
an inferior to a ſuperior court of judicature; churclr 
officers referring,.as conſtituting a court of judica- 
ture, &c. mult fall to the ground. 

He calls the meeting of the apoſtles and elders 
at Jeruſalem a conſtituted court; but he hath not 
learned this from the hiſtorian. He calls it a court 
of review, which, according to-the common ac- 
ceptation of the word, implies a power to reverſe 
the deeds or deciſions reviewed; but there is no 
reaſon to think that he who ſays once and again, 
he was not a whit behind the very chiefeſt apoſtles, 
2 Cor. xi. 5. — Xii. 11. who ſays, they who were 
pillars, even James, Cephas, and John, in confe- 
rence, added nothing to him, Gal. ii. 6, 9. who 
withſtood Peter to the face, when he failed in his 
practice, as to the very point in debate at Antioch, 
Gal. ii. 11. did ever ſubmit his doctrine, of the. 
truth whereof he was divinely aſſured, to be re- 


viewed, by any ſet of men claiming a reverſing 


power. The apoſtles were to exerciſe that under- 
ſtanding, judgment, and diſcretion, common to 


them and other men, in the common concerns of | 


life: but when they were called to teach, and de- 
liver truth, they were always infallibly guided, ac- 
cording to the promiſe made unto them, of being 
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Ge zuided into all truth; John xvi. 13. ſo that the 
e Iiagment of one of them was not ſubjected to the 
dz Nreview of another. We are not told what moved 
the Apoſtle to agree to this meaſure, of taking the 
matter to Jeruſalem; but it is poſlible, the two 
following things might have fome influence that 
vit Nway. Firſt, If the falſe teachers pled their having 
the authority of the church at Jeruſalem, in gene- 
ral, and of the apoſtles, in particular, for their doc- 
4 Iuine at Antioch, which is very probable, as that 
church diſclaimed it, Acts xv. 24. the Apoſtle had 


e- 
by good ground to think they told an untruth; and 
rell new that the diſcovering thereof, which would be 
ic. oeſt done at Jeruſalem, would ſink their reputation, 
and bring diſregard upon their doctrine. Secondly, 
ders Ws the prevailing of their falſe doctrine would have 
not Peen greatly injurious to truth, and to the intereſts 
e religion, and many of the Chriſtian Jews ap- 
nc. Neared to favour it, he judged fit to have it as 
erſe Nuickly and as thoroughly diſcouraged as poſſible; 
b and was therefore willing to bring the weight of a 
ain. Dodgment of the church of Jeruſalem, where were 
I. es, Beveral apoſtles, into the ſcale of oppoſition there- 

Unto. | 

tg | His illuftration of the fifth obſervation, p. 37th, 
who Re. is next to be conſidered. Mr Muir, the author 
his ef the ſermon under conſideration, acts in charac- 
och. Mer, and appears like himſelf, in his explanation 
the nd paraphraſe upon the ſpeeches of Peter and 
re. mes, when his mind is but for a little diſentangled 
ſing rom the doctrine of church courts, and excluſive 
Pig klergy power: but, alas! the reſt of his illuſtra- 
n to on o this obſervation, is much of a piece with 
1 of be illuſtration of the foregoing. He ſays, the re- 
1 de. rence was not made to the church at Jeruſalem. 
ae. zut it is certain, that church did receive, conſider, 


I nd give judgment on it, Acts xv. 4, 12, 22, 23, 24, 
5 C 3 | 


* 
25, &c. He ſays, the church gave attention to the 
commiſſioners from Antioch, only when they de- 
clared the hiſtory of the ſucceſs of the goſpel. It 
is charging high againſt them, that they gave no 
attention to a point in which they gave their 
judgment. He acknowledges, that they kept ſi- 
lence, according to verſe 12, while Barnabas and 
Paul declared what miracles God had wrought a- 
mong the Gentiles by them; but this he Rates in 
oppolition to the giving any account of the affair 
at Antioch; while, in fact, it is included therein, elſe 
the commiſhoners negletted the principal end of 
their commiſſion, when they had the moſt proper 
opportunity to execute the ſame. It is evident, 
trom the 4 and 5 verſes connected that the above 
general doctrine did include this particular; for 
having, as in verſe 4, declared all things that God 
had done with them, it is ſaid, There aroſe up 
certain of the ſect of the Phariſees, which believed, 
and faid it was needful to circumciſe, &c. which 
both ſhews that the apoſtles touched that thing, 
and that thofe men attended cloſely enough when 
they did ſo. The author ſays, it was the apoſtles 
and elders only that were referred unto, and that 
it was they only that met, and they only who 
reaſoned and judged. It is readily admitted, that 
both in the 2 and 6 verſes, the hiſtorian mentions 
only the apoſtles and elders; yet it is certain, from 
other parts of his narrative, that others alſo did 
conveen and give audience, while the eommiſſion- 
ers from Antioch pled their cauſe, and while James 
ſpoke upon the point, juſt as became thoſe who 
were to give their judgment in an excceding im- 
portant affair; from which it appears, that a full e- 
numeration was not intended in theſe verſes, He 
ys, there was a difference of judgment among 
the apoſtles and elders, but it only appears frow 
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1 
ſeripture, that the men who differed were members 
of the church at Jeruſalem, and of the ſect of the 
Phariſees, who believed. | 
After the ſpeech of James, in which, it appears, 
all acquieſced, who were preſent and concerned, 


we find the apoltles and elders, and whole church, 


agreeing upon the meaſure to be followed ; from 


| which, it is evident, they conſidered themſelves 


as a body cloſely united, and acted as ſuch. It 
is faid, it pleaſed them to ſend choſen men of 
their own company: and the brethren are expreſs- 
ly joined with the apoſtles and elders in giving 
out the decree; yea all of them together, ſay of 
themfelves, verſe 25, that they were aſſembled 
with one accord; and verſe 28, that it ſeemed 
good unto the Holy Ghoſt, and to them, They 
were all of them made conſcious, in ſuch a way as 
we are not told, of their having the mind of the 
Holy Gholt ; and this was the preciſe thing which 
rendered their decree binding. 

To exclude the brethren from haviag any ſhare 


| of giving judgment in this matter, the author 


lays great weight upon Acts xvi. 4. where it is 
faid, the decrees were ordained of the apoſtles and 
elders. which were at Jeruſalem, which is true; but 
it is not ſaid, it was of them alone. It is a rehear- 
ſal, and there are many inſtances in ſcripture, 

where the rehearſals are not ſo full as the origi— 
nals, and ſometimes a circumſtance is added,. which 
is not in the firſt or original account; but this is 
certain, that the fulleſt account is all true. The 
calling it the decree, ordained of the apoſtles and 


i elders, ſufficiently diſtinguiſhed the decree, or ſhew- 


ed what decree was intended, as much as if the 
word church or brethren had been added, and 
that ſerved the purpole abundantly. 


His illuſtration of the ſixth obſervation, inp. 47tb, 


ſenſe, and ſometimes in a ſofter and lower ſenſe, 


(0-1 
&c. is made vp of hypotheſis upon hypotheſis, 
fanciful conjecture, unſcriptural diſtinction, ſuch 
as, nomination, appointment, &c. It would be te- 
Cious and diſagreeable buſineſs, to go through it 
in a way of proper animadverſion. 

In his illuſtration of obſervation ſeventh, p. 54th, 
&c. he takes for granted, what he hath not ſhewed, 


nor can ſhew, to be true, and moſt part of what 


he fays is built thereupon; as, Firſt, That it was 
a presbytery at Antioch, or court of church offi- 
cers wholly, excluſive of the brethren, that deter- 
mined the making of the reference to Jeruſalem ; 
and ſo he talks of the presbytery referring. But 
this appears directly contrary to ſcripture account, 
as hath been ſhewed. Secondly, That there was a 
ſynod at Jeruſalem, that is, according to him, a 
meeting of church officers alone, from the churches 
of Judea, who determined the reference; hence 
his expreſſion, the ſynod determining.—It is eaſy 
to ſee what regard is due to his argument, and to 
his aphoriſms, in ſo far as founded upon a falſe 
fuppolition. - 


He ſeems confident of carrying his doctrine of ; 


excluſive clergy power, and of brethren's ſubjection 
thereto, by means of the word tranſlated, rule, 
upon which he deſcants at conſiderable length, 
As to this word, its original ſignification is to 
lead the way. The fubſtantive noun, ſignifics 
one who leads and directs. Becauſe of this, it hath 
been applied to the chief captain or general of an 
army, who goes before, or conducts. It is a word 
which has been ſometimes uſed in a rigid and high 


This author evidently ſuppoſeth, that it implies, 


or is expreſhve of, ſupreme authority, dominion, 


magiſterial power, parental power, &c. and, from 


his manner, it appears, he would have it believed), L 
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that it is to be underſtogd in a rigid ſenſe, when 
it reſpects that power which church officers have 
over the Chriſtian brethren. It requires, however, 
better authority than his to ſupport this. The 
ſcripture moſt clearly teaches, that when it ex preſ- 
ſes office- power in the church, it is to be taken, 
not in a rigid, but in a ſoft ſenſe, and does not 
imply dominion, The apoſtles. themſelves diſ- 
claimed their having a power of this ſort. 2 Cor. 
i. 24. Not for that we have dominion over your 
faith; They claimed only a miniſterial power, 
1 Cor. iii. 5. Hho is Paul? and who is Apollos ? 
but miniſters by whom ye believed, even as the Lord 

ave to every man. They were forbid, by their 
Lord and Maſter, to aſſume a lordly or magiſte- 
rial power over one another, or over their bre- 
thren, Matth. xx. 25, 26.—Luke xxli. 25, 26. Per 


ter remembtred this, and taught accordingly. 1 Pet, 
v. 7, 2, 3, 4. He calls himſelf only an elder, and 


a witneſs of the ſufferings of Chriſt; and forbids 
the elders to ad as if they were lords over God's 
heritage; but requires them to be examples to the 


The rulers, themſelves, are ſtrictly under rule; 
for one is their maſter, even Chriſt. It cannot be 
ſuppoſed, that Jeſus Chrift hath committed thoſe, 
he calls his friends, his brethren, &c. to men, as 


fallible and capricious as others, to be ruled by 


them at their pleafure. The power of the elders 
is indeed parentalz they are to loak upon thoſe 
that are under their care, as their children, to feed 
them with ſound knowledge and underſtanding, to 


: = exerciſe the tendereſt care about them, and, they 
ron 
eved, 


appearing ta be the children of God, to allow them 
all the rights of God's children; reproving, rebuks 


1 38 J 
make, and a readineſs to fall in with the deſign of I drop 
them; and in the very next page obſerves, that ¶ priv. 
the fame verb is made uſe of, Luke x. 17, to ex- been 
preſs the ſubmiſſion of the devils to the diſciples, W reco! 
in the name of Chritt. and 

The author, upon this head, attempts to retort MW with 
upon the Chriſtian people, and charges them with ſtanc 
that very thing, to wit, the affecting of power and WW cord 
rule, of which, he ſays, they ſo illiberally accuſe ¶ judg 
others; ſo he accounts it illiberal, that is, ingen- how. 
teel, or even baſe, to accuſe clergy-men of being I narr. 
lovers of power; but let their hiſtory, for many N unto 
ages bygone, be enquired into, and it will appear ¶ mini 
whether the charge is juſt or not. That private ſWallo\ 
Chriſtians may be found liable to this, as well as does 
other failings, cannot be denied; but when they ¶ that 
offer to ſtretch beyond their line, let them be cor-ſWatter 
rected with the weapons of Chriſt's appointment, tron: 
and kept within the bounds which be hath ſet. ln U. 
the mean time, there is reaſon to ſay, that thoſs|Mploy: 
profeſſing Chriſtians, who are in the national 
church, appear very little concerned about vart 
ous privileges, which Jeſus Chriſt hath vouchſafed 
to church members; for if they hear the word on 
the Lord's day, get their children baptized, and 
have the Lord's ſupper adminiſtered once, or at 
moſt twice, in the year, and if the heads of fami- 
lies get a ſuffrage in the call of a miniſter, this 
all that the moſt ſanguine affectors of power, . 
mong them, claim. They ſeem unwilling to hay 


more, though this is far ſhort of what they are in hic 
titled unto. Gratified in the above reſpects, the here 
would be in as great ſubjection to their rulers, e, 


one would think the rulers themſelves would with 

ſo that the charging them with the affecting q; 

undue power, is ſearcely doing them juſtice. 
The author, toward the cloſe of his ſermon, 
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dropping ſome hints in favour of the right of 
private judgment, ſeems to deſtroy what he had 
deen attempting to build. It will be difficult to 
reconcile the power he aſcribes to the clergy, 
and the fubjeftion unto them, which he urges, 


with the exerciſe of that right. lt cannot welk 
ſand with the doctrine of ſabordination ; for ac- 
cording to it, every one ought to acquieſce in the 
judgment of the court of laſt reſort. The author, 
however, reduces the exerciſe of this right to very 
narrow bounds; for he ſeems much to confine it 
unto a right of judging, as to who ſhall be their 
miniſters. He is for gratifying them, ſo far, as to 
allow them the right of election; and, though he 
does not indeed fo reſtrict it, all that is claimed is, 
that heads of families are to have this right, which, 
after all the noiſe about it, is no other than a pa- 
tronage ſomewhat extended. | 
Upon the whole, the author appears to have em- 
ployed abilities, that are conſiderable; but, it is pre- 
ſumed, he hath not employed them in a very proper 
manner; for the moſt part of what he has offered, 
vidently tends to rivet clergy-authority and do- 
inion, in its preſent exceſſive height, and to lull 
profeſſors aſleep, in eircumſtances glaringly unfa- 


ourable to truth, and religion; when there is the 
greateft need, inſtead of teaching ally hating b 


may lead to the following even theſe called rulers 
implicitely, to awaken men to a careful enquiry 
into the word of truth itſelf; to find out the truth 
vhich ſaves, and that church order, which is taught 
here, and which is calculated for promoting the 


Wove, which is the fulfiling of the law. He hath 


aid many things, in the ſermon, which, it is hoped, 
e will not always ſtand by. 
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